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FOUR anſwer to Dr Maybew's Obſer- 
y Y wvatrons diſcovers you to have a ve 

F © able pen; and would incline the 
 #WE£r# reader to conclude you a perſon. of 
no common influence or intelligence. 
Whatever you may be, is a conſideration. that 
has nothing at all to do with the juſtneis or 
concluſiveneſs of the argument: yet, ſince you 
are pleaſed to be anonymous, your readers have 
thereby the more unbiaſſed attention. 


A 2 As 


. fa s of t 4 c of a 
— * Proteflant.Diſſinter, thou 85 an inhabs. 
tant of Old England, I think myſelf deeply in- 
tereſted in the ſubject- matter of your Anſwer ; 
and ſhall, accordingly, take the liberty of this 
epiſtolary addreſs. It appears, to me, that 
your principal deſign is to ſupport the Engliſo 
 ecclefiaftical ſyſtem, as the moſt perfect ſtandard 
of a religious chriſtian profeſſion. - If you are 
right, I am egregiouſly wrong. You will there- 
fore allow it to be in character for me, to inveſ- 
tigate the merits of your plea, and to examine 
Into thoſe claims of reverence which you will 
have to be due i. a civil church- eſtabliſnment. 
| You affect to uſe the ſtile of, our church; and 
to lay an {emphaſis on be church of F England. 
But when the terms are once fairly + Bru wor 
what do they, what can they mean more than 
the peculiarities of a public profeſſion, to 
« which the civil power has annexed certain 
4 ſecular motives, or temporal privileges and 
e emoluments?”—And as to the forms of pro- 
feſſion, whence were they taken? and who did 
5 determine their expediency ?—were they derived 
from the New Tetament writings ? or did apoſ- 
tolical, or divinely inſpired men determine the 
expediency and uſefulneſs of thoſe forms? or, 
by what . authority are thoſe forms rendered 
more facred than other different forms of wor- 
Thip, in which Societies are agreed, as, in their 
opinion, more conformable to the Goſpel 
Kandard? If numbers be an argument of their 
| * 


brig WIE ned; Re. 
ſuperior importance, will not Popery inks much 
the advantage of the Engliſb church-eſtabliſh- 
ment? and if the countenance of civil power, 
and the advantage of temporal motives ; then, 
perhaps, the papal ſyſtem will again as s clearly 
claim the eee 


But you ſay, Our farts has ever Hein highly 
e by foreign proteflants. Te Lutherans 
prefer i it to the Calviniſt communion; the Calviniſt 
to the Lutheran, the: Greeks to both ; which may 
Juficiently ' juſtify the expreſſion, under flood it a lati- 
tude not uncommon, that all other perſuaſions gſteem 
it next to their own, © Admit this to be the caſe, 
the ſuperiority or greater perfection of your 
church is not acknowledged by either the Lu- 
theran, the Calvini}i, or the Greek church; ſince 
they each do profeſſedly give a preference to 
their own. However, it uſhers in and ſup- 
ports a heavy univerſal charge: And further, 
moſt, i not all of them, blame the Engliſh- diſſenters 
for ſeparating from it. Here you point your 
, and would cut deep into the heart of 
the culprit. But, Sir, are not theſe foreign 
proteſtants very impertinent, to pretend to ſit 
in judgment upon us who diflent from your 
church? would they not ſeverely cenſure us, 
ſhould we blame them for diſſenting from the 
Romiſh Church? or, for not conforming them- 
ſelves to your Church ſyſtem, in their credenda 
and ritual. Or, why do they preſume to think 
| differently * one another ? — They, Sir, are 

. not 
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1 


not to be ſuppoſed capable or competent ju * 
of our proteſtant- diſſent. And they N ly 
lie under ſtrong prejudices, from the public aid 


which has been given to foreign proteſtants by 
the Engliſo Government; which has occaſioned 


ſuch a raiſed idea of the En gliſb church-eſta- 
bliſhment. For though the Proteſtant diſſen- 


ters do contribute their ſhare to the civil power, 
in all its exertions, they have not the leaſt con- 
ſideration given them, on account of ſuch fa- 
vourable acts of national ſuccour. But I add, 
did foreign proteſtants underſtand the true prin- 
ciples of proteſtantiſm, they would never have 
once thought of blaming us diſſenters, for our 
not ſubmitting, in religious character, to a 
public conſcience. — The argument, you. ſee, 
Sir, fairly turns its edge another way than 


what you. deſigned, when you introduced 


j moſt, if not all of the foreign proteſtants, 


"70 blaming our ſeparation from your eſtabliſhed 


church; They might eaſily have concluded, 
we could have no temporal inducement, nor 
any civil convenience, as the reaſon of our ſepa- 


ration. 3 ; 


"Yog go on faying,—' T, hat Dr Maybew ſeems 
to entertain the worſe opinion of it, becauſe the mem 


bers of the Church of Rome likewiſe efteem it more 


than they do others. But we have to reply, that 
they hate it more alſo, as the moſt dangerous enemy 
to their cauſe, and ferongeft bulwark of the refor- 


mation.— This indeed, 1 muſt take the _— 
O 


df ſaying, preſumes to confront a thouſand 
obſervations, and ten thouſand teſtimonies.— 
| Surely, Sir, it is no better than mere declama- 
tion; it has not any thing in the truth of facts 
to ſupport upon. One might appeal to the 
papiſts themſelves, if they had virtue enough 
to own in what way they make the numerous 
perverſions of Engliſb proteſtants to the popiſh 
ſuperſtztion. Among the ten thouſands practiſed 
upon, I myſelf have been witneſs to the argu- 
ment made uſe of by the ſeducing prieſt. He 
pleads the Credenda of the eſtabliſhed Enghſþ 
Church, in order to reconcile to the abſurdity 
of tranſubſtantiation ; and will have it, that 
the one 1s every whit as contradictory to our 
reaſon and ſenſes, as the other: nor does he 
think it at all difficult for any to admit the 
creed of Pope Pius, who can ſwallow the Atha- 
naſian and Nicene creeds ; or devoutly uſe the 
Litany in the public ſervice. And in the article 
of Church authority, he apprehends the advan- 
tage lies with him; ſince his viſible judge of 
controverſies openly claims infallibility, in ab- 
ſolving and condemning. _.W hereas the Church 
of England only ſpeaks of theſe powers with 
ſome ambiguity of expreſſion, — And as to the 
Church hierarchy, he pleads the greater propriety 
in his ſovereign pontiff's - being head of the 
church, than in a church's having a civil head. 
This herallies with ſpirit ; and eſpecially, when 
a woman 1s declared to be head of the church. 
At the ſame time, he is capable of Improving 

| -_ - Wi 


this conſtitution. of the Engliſb church to the 
purpoſe of reconciling his convert to the idea 
of giving ſupreme honours to the Virgin Mo- 
. You, Si, have mentioned an hierarchy, of 
Which, verily, 1 had no conception till I found 
it in your Anſwer; where you thus expreſs your- 
ſelf: — That there are different ranks of men in 
ciuil government, was never beld to be an objection 
aAguinſ it: and where is the harm of it in: ecclefi 
eftical ? | In the Preſbyterian hierarchy, one is raiſed 
.- eonfiderably above another, though the preference 

W * igſually may be temporary: and their acts of power 
haue been as enormous as thoſe of the Engliſb Biſhops 
| formerly, and are much greater than thoſe of the 
dingh/h Biſhops nao. So very ignorant am I; 
as to confeſs, that this Preſbyterian-hierarchy ne- 
ver before reached either my eyes or my ears. 
Ihe conſuſions of the interregnum may not 
ſurxely be called, a Preſbyterian hierarchy — and 
What enormous acts of power Preſpyterians 
ſince have been or can be guilty of, equal to 
thoſe of Engliſb Biſhops more ancient or mo- 
dern, I am not able to ſay any thing concern- 
ing them, except by it ſhould be- meant, the 
Scotch civil church eftabliſhment.—This however I 
aſſuredly know, that thoſe people, called Pre 
 byterians in England, have nothing like any ac- 
knowledged hierarchy, The people chooſe their 
- own miniſters ; and the miniſters with their 
people chooſe who ſhall ordain, or 2 
- wh Om To them, 
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OO Wnt Jergouſly examined, &. 9 
them, by prayer and exhortation, to the office 
of paſtors and teachers ; i. e. in the modern tenſe 
with us of thoſe terms. all occaſions, 
that I have known, they diſclaim any power or 
dominion over'the faith of one another. And 
notwithſtanding they have had a cuitom of 

making a profeſſion of their faith, they do not 
engage to hold the opinions they have, any ' 
longer than they can ſee their evidence. If I am 
not greatly miſtaken, this is the true ſtating of 
what is called, Preſbyteriani/min England. What 
the meaning can be of one being raiſed con- 
< ſiderably above another, in the preſbyterian 
« hierarchy,” I underſtand not. «17 


That there are different ranks of men in civil go- 
vernment, (you ſay) was never held to be an obs 
jection to it: and where is the harm of it in Eccle» 
Jaſtical? — Tndulge me in anſwering, poſſibly 
nune at all: i. e. if by Eccleſiaſtical, you do not 
mean any thing relative to the Kingdom of 
Chriſt, or to his church. But if you do, either 
there is an apparent and notorious harm, 7. e. 
a very manifett repugnancy to his expreſs pro- 
hibition; elſe, to me, the Goſpel teachings are 
not intelligible. Need I give you information? 

I am firmly perſuaded you muſt know what 
Jeſus Chriſt has ſaid, Matt. v. 3.—xviii 1,2, 3. 
XX. 25, 26, 27.—XXlt. 8-12, . Luke xii. 14. 
John xv. 16.—Xvili. 36. 49 


* 


B - 
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If theſe 3 of Jeſus are intelligible; 
there is harm in ſuppoſing an hierarchy in his 
church, for, it is impoſſible there ſhould be 
one; i. e. if he has given a fair and juſt account 
of its nature, ſpirit, and conſtitution. But if, 
by an eccleſiaſtical hierarchy, you would be 
_ underſtood to mean, ſomething of a civil com- 
plexion, far am! from being inclined to debate 
with you, either the wrong or the right of ſuch 
an inſtitution. At the ſame time, if I under- 
ſtand the Goſpel canon, all, and every- thing 
that looks like an hierarchy is excluded the 
church of Chriſt. Whether therefore, there 
be found any ſuch reſemblance of civil govern- 
ment, in a difference of rank, and claims of 
title and power, either in the church of England, 
or in that of Scotland, or of any other proteſtant 
church, fo far all ſuch churches mult be ſaid to 
differ from the church of Chriſt. You likewiſe 
ſpeak much of church-authority, and ſay, All 
church authority was formerly too heavy ; but ſurely 
the Epiſcopa 3 is as moderate as any: and it is 
propoſed to 2 reduced yet lower in America; and dif- 
Jenters will be no way fulject to it.— Perhaps, Sir, 
one may ſafely allow that you have evidence 
with you, in what you here ſay of church- 
authority. And more than this, upon the ſup- 
poſition of your having infſuence in the ſcheme 
of appointing an American Biſhop, we proteſ- 


tant - diſſenters cannot but be ä with that 
farther 


e he e . . A7 


* 3 
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Feosſh evamined, &c. 11 
farther reform intended in thoſe epiſcopal ap- 
pointments. May we not hope for a reduction 


of epiſcopal power nearer home? — I am led 
| farther to take notice of ſomething leſs agree- 


able, which relates to your eccleſiaſtical hierar- 
chy. | 5 OS 

Hlavin g mentioned Dr Maybew's favourite 
compariſon of your church to the Romiſb; you 
declare, the Doctor quite miſtakes the matter. For 


verily, not one, but two prelates, preſide over the 


church of England; and four over her fiſter church 
of Ireland: which grievouſly ſpoils the fumilitude. 
And all theſe prefide in ſubordination to the King. 
The Romith prieſt takes great advantage from 
the /mrilitude which your Hierarchy has to his 
own.. But about this, Dr Mayhew thinks the 
Church of England has too little concern ; ſince 
ſhe ſeems to be more ſolicitous about ep:ſcopizing 
the American colonies, than ſhe is in guarding 
againſt the depredations of Popery at home. 
To invalidate ſuch obſervations, you, Sir, are 
pleaſed to boaſt of the lenity and tolerant ſpirit 
of the Engh/h Church. Which you do in terms 
that muſt ſhock the minds of all proteſtants, 
who are perſuaded of the horrid ſyſtem and 
ſpirit of popery; and cannot but greatly alarm 
the proteſtant diſſenter. Vour words are theſe, 
Me confeſs indeed, that we cannot percerve why the 
preſbyterians and congregationaliſis in New England, 
might not as ſafely breathe the ſame air with a Biſhop, 


as their brethren in Old England da, However, -wwe 


B-2 are 


— e . . — —— 
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we hope, that his occaſionally travelling through the 


Biſbops are authorized by law to /zve, and act as 


OY LESS — 7 . * 
= = 0 
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| = ond deg by a church which calls 


mercileſs, mortal enemy to all proteſtants? you 
tisfied with any thing leſs than the extirpation 


clergy, ſo much dilated upon the deformity 


| England © 
e 15 eis ary of then, bj t 


4 


and ſettling among them a creature, winch it ſeems 
they, fome of them, account to be obnoxious. Only 


conntry cannot infect it very dangerouſly. Moravian 
ſuch, where they will in our plantations. Popiſh 


Biſhops refide here, and go about to exerciſe every 
Pp art of their funtt ton, without offence and without 


obſervation. Diſſenting Miniſters refide here, and 
bold their meetings fer ordinations, and whatever 
purpoſes they think fit, and theſe aſſemblies give us no 

umbrage.—_Give me leave to remonſtrate a little 
on this tremendous account of your ſecurity ; 

and alſo on the unkind, ungenerous treatment 
you give the proteſtant diſſenters How is it 
that ſo much countenance can be given to the 


herſelf, proteſlant? Is not popery an avowed, 


tell us, that you are friendly to a toleration of the 
mot intolerant, fo far as you can do it with ſafety. 
But how is it poſſible you ſhould be fafe, in 
Hugging the viper in your boſom, that is prey- 
ing daily upon your vitals; and cannot be ſa- 


of hereſy ? has N changed either its prin- 
ciples, or ſpirit? have the many laws againſt 
Popiſh recuſants, made by our Legiſlature, no 
reaſon at all on which they ſupport? and why 
have the moſt celebrated pens of your own 


and 


——- * 


and 3 popery' 3 if you can look upon 


that ſuperſtition with fo much eaſe and quiet; 


and allow her Biſhops to exerciſe every part of 


their function, without offence and without 


obſer vation? Theſe, Sir, are very unaccount- 
able things, in our conceptions. Altogether 
myſterious. And why muſt Diſenting Miniſters 
be put into the fame category or predicament . 


with Moravian and Popiſh Brfhops I take leave 
to remind you, that your church or clergy have 


known the time, when they have been glad of 
the concurrence and united aſſiſtance of pro- 
teſtant diſſenters againſt the efforts of popery. 
And however you may affect to throw a ſhade 


on the civil war and interregnum, and emblazon 
on the power abuſed by Sectaries, in the time 
of Cromwel ; there was no ſmall: probability of 
popery recovering her tyranny, had not Charles J. 
n cut ſhort of his intentions. His favourite, 
Laud, was very little removed from popery, in 
his church- ſyſtem; and the King himſelf ex- 
tremely well affected to popery. — Moreover, 
whether you will own it or not, the ſafety of 


the Church of Exgland, is, to this day, owing 


greatly to a. proteſtant- diſſent. And fo thought 
the late Dr Arrow/m:th, one of your own Divines, 
of excellent character, when he publickly ſaid, at 
the rebellion of 1745, © that he looked upon 


the proteſtant-diſſenters in England, as the great 


© guttreſs of the proteſtant cauſe.” 80 far as 


the Church of England retains the principles 
_ _ of. ET II we are and ever 


* 


4 


* De Claims of the Church of England 

were her moſt cordial friends, and neva be al- 
7 ways willing to defend her againſt popery. But 
if ſhe can once think of careſſing popi Biſhops, 
and allow them to exerciſe every part of their 
function againſt ſtatute-law, without offence 
and without obſervation— You may not won- 
der, if we fill with the darkeſt apprehenſions 
for you, for ourſelves, and for poſterity! — 

Nor ſhould you think it unreaſonable, that a 
complaint is made of your being more ſolicitous 
to guard againſt preſbyterianiſm than againſt 
: fince we are fully perſuaded, that 
paganiſm itſelf is much preferable to popery. 
Which latter is a ſyſtem of profeſſion, that pro- 
claims open war with all mankind; and claims 
a ſpiritual tyranny over the ſouls of men. How | 
notorious are her inſults on the reaſon, under- 
ſtanding, and ſenſes of mankind ! how cruel 
her maſſacres! how diabolical her inquiſitions ! 
and how impudent her execrations ot all the 
PO world! 


What reaſon have we then to St up this 
prayer for you? © from blindneſs of mind and 
« from hardneſs of heart, good Lord deliver 


1.56 him.” 


Aſter all, I could heartily wiſh that Doctor 
Mayhew had had leſs reaſon for the compariſon 
he has made. Yet, to ſhew you he is not ſin- 
gular, pleaſe to take the following paſſage from 


| Pala, who tells us, © that the French pro- 
= L phets. 
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ci went to England, but finding that the 


15 Epiſcopal . there had too much re- 
« ſemblance with that of Rome, they ſtroue to 


«« ſet up their own *. 


Tt ſcems however, at all events, the Brey | 


| of the Engl;/b Church muſt have a defence. 


For, you "— if Biſhops are liked Lords, it is 


becauſe by the ancient conſtitution of our country, 


they fit in the upper houſe of Parliament; where, I 
believe, they are thought as uſeful members as the 
reſt. — This well accounts for the origin and 


ſource of 3 dignity. So Rapin ſays, 
Very probably, from the beginning of the 


* monarchy, ti q about the end of the reign of 
« Henry III. the Parliaments conſiſted! only of 
Lordo, who were in poſſeſſion of all the lands 
« in the kingdom, for which they did homage 


“ to the King. And indeed it appears, the 


« Lords, before that time, granted the King 


* the money neceſſary for the ſupport of the 

ce Government, without any mention of the 
« Commons.. It may therefore be ſaid, that 
* the Lords ſat in parliament by a double title, 


vr. for themſelves, and as repreſentatives 


« of the nation. But after the Commons were 
te introduced into parliament, and had a ſepa- 


rate houſe, the Lords loſt the latter of theſe 
* titles, and fat only tor themſelves, the reſt of 
16 0 people having other repreſentatives. The 


« Biſhops and Abbots who n to the = 
cc 00, 


# Works, Vol. IX. p. 80. 12m. Ergl. edit. 


1s The Claims the Chuicb"of England | 


c of the Lords, had probably their ſeat too by 


d a double title, as poſſeſſors of Baronies, and 
e as 1 the 3 10 ſecular and 
cc regular e. | „ n 


Thus the Ancient conſtitution of our coun- 


15 whether pagan or papal, gave the Biſhops 
a ſeat in the upper houſe of parliament ; where, 
doubtleſs, both Kings and their firſt miniſters 
of State have found them as uſeful and conve- 
nient members as any of the reſt : and we have 
no reaſon to (queſtion but nN will continue to 


8. | 


Bot, to remove om Dr Moy ow all anxiety 
for the liberties of his dear baute you, Six, 
are kind enough to aſſure him, that though a 
Biſhop ſhould be placed in America, no one either is, 
or ever ma — or defired for New England. 
I is oui defired be may reſort thither from time 10 

"Time, ro officiate among thoſe of our own communion. 
His conſtant abode will be in whatever province 1s 
_ willing to retei ve him, with bis Majeſty's approba- 
tion : who Toill certainly, for reaſons of every kind, 


fend ſuch perſons in this character, as are leaſt likely 


to cauſe uneaſineſs. More than this, He is not 70 
bold Courts to try matrimonial or teftamentary cauſes, 
or be inveſted with any authority now exerciſed either 
by provincial governors or ſubordinate magiſtrates, or 
mnfringe or diminiſh any privileges or liberties enjoyed 
2 any of the La, even of our own communion. 

— The 

 ® Hiſt. of England, Vol. I, p. 360. iſt Eng. edit. folio. 
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ſeriouſly examined, &c. 8 


The gracious meaning of which is, only 
te let a Biſhop be once admitted, without any 
« oppoſition, allow him but a peaceful ent 
« into the American colonies, and leave the reſt 
« with us, we will be ſatisfied with the conſe- 
ce. quences.” — Perſons, capitally concerned in 
this ſcheme, are too well acquainted with the 
ſuperſlitious ply or bent of mankind, to be doubt- 
ful, as to any depending events. But, Sr, 
may I aſk, Is the American Biſhop to touch or 
affect no man's property? is he to make no al- 
teration in the civil condition of any of the 
people? on what then muſt he maintain his 
epiſcopal port and dignity ? = on American air 
only? — Surely there muſt be ſome proviſion 
made, ſuitable to his high appointment. Here 
it may not be 1mproper to put the queſtion, 
concerning the end of his appointments — cui 
bono? of what advantage? — You anſwer, to 
ordain and confirm. — Theſe are the capital things 
mentioned by you, as making needful the exe- 
cution of ſuch a ſcheme for the American colo- 
nies, 1 s 


As to Ordination — It is owned, that Epiſco- 
palians do lay much ſtreſs upon it. But may 
I not ſay, it is, at leaſt, a moot point: and 
what none of you have been able to clear from 
much objection ? you are not able to produce 
any thing like a lineal uninterrupted ſucceſſion 
from the Apoſtles.” And you know, Sir, we 
he are 


US 
2 


18 The Claims of the Church of England 
are able to prove, from undoubted hiſtorical 
teſtimony, that in ſo late a time as the reign of 
Q. Eligabetb, ſome prelates had no ſuch thing as 
epiſcopal ordination, unleſs it was from popiſh 
Biſhops. — And we alſo object to the form in 


which you ordain, as having in it neither truth, 


ſpirit, nor energy. You ſay, when you ordain, 
receive thou the boly Ghoſt ; — but arè not able to 
prove that you-convey one ſingle mental or ſpi- 
ritualability.—And- though you add, whatſoever 
ins ye remit, they are remitted; and whatſoever 
fins ye retain, they are retained: —yet, it does not 
appear, that you have, or ever had ability of 
conveying ſuch power to any one clergyman 
whom you thus ordain.— And we preſume to 
ſay, that any Lamon whatſoever, has as much 


real ability to abſolve or cenſure; efficaciouſſy 


even the Biſhops themſelves, in whoſe dioceſe 


he happens to have his reſidence. If you, Sir, 


can confute this. aſſertion, you will have the 
ſatisfaction of your humble ſervant earneſti) 
ſoliciting ſuch epiſcopal bleſſing. 


* 2 1 1 
8 , , * 1 
Wig — 4 * + & + ww $47 4 


n the article of Confirmation, the other capi- 
tal advantage propoſed to his Majeſty's American 
ſubjects; you will allow me to aſk, what it 
meanetbh? or, how we are to underſtand any 
real benefit can, poſſibly accrue from your epiſ- 
copal hands ?—-I.will take the liberty of placing 
before you, each of the ſeveral texts in the New 


Teftament where the Greek word, «glee, is 


rendered, confirm, and applied to the miniſtra- 
8 e | tions 
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Pierriauſy examined, &. 19 
tions of Apoſtles or apoſtolical men, who had 
the extraordinary gifts of the Spirit. The firſt 
is in As xv. 32. And Judas and Silas, being 
« prophets themſelves, exhorted the brethren, 
« and confirmed,” Which could mean no 
more than their giving them full aſſurance, 
that the chriſtian doctrine did ſet them entirely 
free from all Jewiſh ritual and ceremony. For 
this was the principal deſign of their being ſent 
to Antioch, by the apoſtolic council held at Fe- 
ruſalem, as St Luke informs us. pom 


In chap. xiv. 22. Paul and Barnabas are-ſaid 
te to confirm the fouls of the Diſciples ; ex- 
cc horting them to continue in the faith, and 
that we muſt through much tribulation en- 
te ter into the kingdom of God.” The occaſion 
of this was, certain Jews from Antioch and 
« Iconium had perſuaded the people to what? 
why to ſubmit to circumci/ron. Compare chap, 
xv. 1. which they did, in order to cover them 
from perſecution ; as St Paul has informed us, 
Gal. vi. 12.— The confirming Were, muſt be un- 
derſtood, of the having their minds eſtabliſhed 
in the /mplicity of the Goſpel profeſſion. And 
in this ſenſe we muſt interpret Paul and Silass 
confirming the churches throughout Syria and 
Cilicia, chap. xv. 41. They, by their continued 
teachings of the ſame pure and uncorrupt doc- 
trines of the Goſpel, and by miracle, did eſta- 
bliſh and confirm the churches in the faith; 
and as they delivered them the apoſtolical de- 
1 C-2 3 crees 
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28 The Claims of the Church of England 
crees for to keep, which ſet them free from all 
ceremonious ritual. See chap. xvi. 4, 5. 


Once more: The word «r:51pigo, is rendered 
ſtrengthen, chap. xvii. 23. and has, as in the 
other places, the idea of encouraging the Chriſ- 
tians to perſevere in their profeſſion, under all 
the diſcouragements and terrors of perſecution. 
I would now aſk, and I hope I am not im- 
pertinent, what ſort of. ſimilitude has confirma- 
lion, in the church ſenſe and practice, with the 
apoſtolical confirmations ? — I add, we are in- 
formed, by eccleſiaſtical hiſtory, that confirma- 
tion was anciently given immediately after bap- 
tiſm, as well to infants as to adult perſons. 
Surely here was no fimilitude with the apoſtolical 
confirmation. Moreover, there was the con- 
ſecration of the chr:/m, which was always the 
Biſhop's act; then there was the unction itſelf, 
with conſignation, or the ſign of the croſs on 
the forehead, or other parts of the body ; then 
impoſition of hahds*. In all ordinary caſes, 
the Biſhop was the only ſtanding and regular 
miniſter of this part of confirmation, Which 
conſiſted 8 of hands and prayer, to 
invocate the gi of the holy Ghoſt. - But in ſome 
ſpecial and extraordinary caſes, a Preſbyter might 
act by ſpecial commiſſion from his Biſhop. | 
Nay, even Deacons, as it was in the caſe of 
| | Energumens, 


* So Fingham informs us in his Church Antiquities, Book XII. 
e. 2. Sect. „ 
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E ferionſhy eramined, & 2 


Energumens, or perſons poſſeſſed with evil ſpirits 


after baptiſm *. The unction was conceived of, 
as the ſeal of the gift of the holy Spirit +.” 


As to impoſition of hands, this is ſaid to be 
apoſtolical. And no doubt they did lay on 
hands, and they did it with efficacy too, as 
they were enabled to confer ſpiritual gifts. 
Of which we have an account, in Acts viii. and 
xix. chapters. So they did not only confirm 
the faith of the chriſtians, by theſe expreſſions 


of divine power, but alſo by raifing the dead; 


on whom they laid on hands for that purpoſe ; 


and alſo by removing maladies from the ſick 


and the miſerable. But do any chriſtian Biſhops 
diſcover divine abilities, either of conveying any 
ſpiritual gift, or of performing-any miraculous 
cure? if they do not, how does it appear, that 
they are capable of any thing like an apoſtolical 
act of confirming the people ? WO 
Poſſibly, you may ſmile at my reaſoning, 
and be inclined. to conclude, that I have not 
viewed confirmation through any epiſcopal tele- 
ſcope, or rather magnifying optic glaſs.— This 


I have not done; but it I may not be trouble- 


ſome, would put another queſtion, — Is there 


any precept or example for ſuch conduct in all 


the New Teflament ? =You ſay indeed, that Epiſ- 
copacy, (by which I underſtand you to mean, 


dioceſan epiſcopacy) is as provable from ſcripture, 


as either infant-baptiſm, or the obſervation of the 
Lord 


* 


22 The Claims of the Church of England 
Lord's-day. This, Sir, is to aſſert roundly, but 
has nothing in it that is convincing; unleſs you 
expect, that an implicit confidence ſhould hang 
on your mere aſſertion. But ſince J am ſo un- 
happy as not to be able to pay you that homage, 
you. will not be offended at my ſaying, that 

if infant-baptiſm and the obſervation of the 
Lord's-day, are not more clearly provable from 
the New Teſtament writings, they have very 
little in thoſe writings that will - countenance 
their obſervance. But then here you will again 
ſay, that if there be ſome appointments in your 
 eburch, which the ſcripture does not require, fo have 
there been in other churches ; nay, in all the churches 
of the world. J cannot here much differ from 
you ; fer churches of the world, I preſume muſt 
be worldly churches; and all fuch churches 
have much in them that is no way agreeable 
to the ſcriptures.—Or, ſhould you chooſe to be 
underſtood, of all the churches in the world, it 
will be no ſort of defence of what is wrong, or 
unſcriptural. Every chriſtian- church is obliged 
to conform to the New Teſtament Scriptures in 
all and every of its appointments, and ſo far as 
it does not, it is no chriſtian- church, but a 
church of the world, 


You add, Our dove has not many. things of 
this kind, nor lays great firefs upon them : and to 
think indifferent things unlawful, is as unreaſonable 
and ſuperſtitious, as lo think them neceſſary. — . 
What, Sir, you may call or imagine many 
things, I know not; but this I know, the 

1 9 5 things 


* 


F 9 8 


' +) ſeriouſly eramined, &c. 23 
things that you lay ſtreſs upon, have long been 
too many for vaſt numbers of conſcientious 
men to comply withal.— Were there not nearly 
two thouſand miniſters, who reſigned their Liv- 
ings at the a& of uniformity; ſoon after the Re- 


upon them, in your more moderate times? —- 
Is there not ſomething Jeſuitical in ſaying; 
That to think indifferent things unlawful, is as un- 
reaſonable and as ſuperſtitious, as to think them ne- 
ceſ/ſary ?=You well know, Sir, that thoſe very 
things which you call, indifferent, are what al- 
together loſe their indifference by your making 
them neceſſary. This is what juſtifies our 


1 ee een pÞ 


YW FT be” 


neſs and ſuperſtition belongs to you alone, 
who make them neceſſary. — And I am con- 
ſtrained to ſay, this diſtinction you have art- 
fully hid from your Readers, in order to fix an 
odium upon a conſcientious and religious Pro- 

teſtant-diſſent. — . g. What ſtreſs do you lay 
upon Confirmation? and yet, we preſume, you 
have no New Teſtament authority for dioceſan 
epiſcopacy. And Confirmation. by the hands of 


© WW) bo — 73 FF H_C1 


better appearance than a popiſn ſacrament; and 
can have no better tendency than to create a 
ſuperſtitions reverence of the Biſhop, and give 
the confirmed a falſe and dangerous foundation 
of his ſoul's dependence. Whether thouſands 
and ten thouſands are not greatly miſled and 
deluded by this epiſcopal action, is what "_ 


ſtoration ?—And have you diminiſhed much 'of 
the number of ſuch things, or of the ſtreſs laid 


thinking them unlawful; the unreaſonable- 


a Biſhop, has with us Proteſtant-diſſenters, no 
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24 The Claims of the Church of England 
be worthy your more cloſe and ſerious con- 
ſideration.— If there can be no ſupport. found 
in the New Teſtament writings, nor in tlie rea- 
ſon and nature of the ritual; and if, on the 
other hand, vaſt numbers are thence led to con- 
clude themſelves ſecure of the divine favour, 
this great end of the appointment of American 
Biſhops will not appear ſo worthy of the Pro- 
teſtant cauſe and intereſt, either in one or in 
another part of his Maj cſty' minions. 


vou; Sir, do yourſelf warrant me in theſe 
obſervations ; for when you ſpeak of the Papiſt 
making converts among the Indians, you ay, 
Teaching them a few words and ceremonies, of 
ohich they 2 not the meaning; giving them 
a few trinkets, and inſpiring them with a mortal 
hatred againſt the Engliſh,” makes them chriſtians 
enough to ſerve the purpoſes f the French; and 
no wonaer that ſuch converſions are effected with 
eaſe. Our Society cannot undertake to make prof 


bytes in this manner. - Whether the pomp of epil- 
copal viſitations and confirmations may not bear 


too great a reſemblance of the French or Popiſh 
8 will deſerve examination. For 
every ſuch method taken to ſtrike the ſenſes, and 
to captivate the paſſions of the vulgar, are no 
better than ceremonies and 7rinkets.—Nay, they 
have a manifeſt tendency to give men who lay 
a ſtreſs upon them, a ſovereign contempt of all 
* do not admire their ne ſyſtem. 
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Feiauſh examined, &. 25 


plead the ſtrong deſire in any 


theſe are your words, ſpeaking of the New 
England epiſcopalian. people, — Undoubtedly, they 


would be very glad, if all the inhabitants were of 


the communion of the Church of England; as un- 


doubtedly the Doctor would, ' if they were all of his 


communion.— However concluſive this may be 
thought to be, or an argumentum ad hominem, 1t 


does not appear to be juſt, or of weight, when 
carefully examined. Our buſineſs, as Chriſtians, 


moſt certainly is, to keep at the utmoſt diſtance 


from all party zeal; and not ſuffer that hurtful 
unreaſonable paſſion to govern us. Our ſoli- 


citudes are not to be, the making men of the 
ſame perſuaſion or mode of profeſſion with 
ourſelves; but to lead them. to-an honeſt and 


= 


unbiaſſed uſe of their own * ; to per- 
ſuade them to make the be 
poſſibly can for themſelves of the divine canon; 


judgment they 


and not to ſuffer any ſiniſter aim or worldly 
motive to warp their attentions. Here then, 


Sir, you perceive that I think you capitally 
wrong in another of your firſt principles. 


Unleſs you allow of the juſtneſs of this ob- 


ſervation, you will deſtroy the ſpirit of all ge- 


nuine religion. For though you are pleaſed 
to ſay.— That perſons of different parties in religion 


may think too 11] of each other, without wiſhing ill 
to each other at all: and ſo may mean very well, 


though they judge greatly amiſs.” — Vet, there are 


few, if any can fathom your meaning, or un- 


derſtand 


party or denomination to make proſelytes—for 


* 


26 The Claims of the Church of England 
derſtand how they can think ill of one another, 


without wiſhing 1lL....The refinement does not 


lie level with men capacities: and a man 
ought to be well acquainted with nice, ug 
diſtinctions, in order to form his conduct 

any ſatisfactory ſenſe of theſe propoſitions. A 
party-ſpirit that thinks ill of another, will be 
extremely apt to wiſh ill. And, with me, a 
party: -ſpirit and a chriftion-ſpirit are diſparates ; 


they, by no means are reconcilable. — Whether 
the warm advocates of epiſcopacy or indepen- 


790 1 may not highly approve the diſtin 


| ave made, I cannot tell; but all — do ; 
| Lig the diſtinction, ſhould rather ſeem to be 


of a party, than of a chriftian-ſpirit, 


rs farther By ind 7 in els of men, whoſe 
off nions differ, there muſt be mutual condeſeenfions, 8 


and time allowed for one fide to come over into tbe 


(ſentiments of the other, elſe they cannot proceed to- 


gether. However plauſible, 1 am unhappy in 


again diſagreeing with you. Chriſtianity not 
only ſappoſes, but allows of difference of opi- 

nion; nay, it aſſerts the unavoidable neceſſity. 
For, ſays an Apoſtle, it muſt needs be that there 


be here ges among you, that they which are approved 


may be made manifeſt. "Beſides, the divine canon 
is as intelligible to one man, as it is to another. 
And every individual man muſt form a judg- 
ment for himſelf, and only for himſelf. Nor 
are there to be found any bodies of men who 

think at all, but what have among themſelves 


different ideas and conceptions. But no two 
| bodies 
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does not ſeem to have been a whit more merit 


ſeriauſſy examined; & 27 


podies of chriſtian men, who as ſuch differ in 
their religious profeſſions, have any right to ex- 

that the one body ſhould come over into 
the ſentiments of the other body; for if they 
had, then this right of expectation would be 


reciprocal; the mutual condeſcenſions are there- 


fore ſilly and ſtupid, if formed upon this ex- 


pectancy.— And I preſume to affirm, there is 


an infinitely better ground and reaſon of mutual 
condeſcenſion; and that is, the equa/right which 


thoſe two bodies of chriſtian men have of form- 


ing their judgments, and directing their own 


religious practice, upon that diſtinct interpre- 


tation made by them of the divine canon. 


1 may not omit to notice your being an advo- 
cate for Toleration, And here, Sir, you expreſsly 
aſcribe the merit of the act of toleration to the 


members of the eſtabliſned church; and claim 
Mr Lockk as a member of that church... If I 
have been well informed by an intimate of Mr 
Locke's, ſo far from being a conformiſt to the 


church of England, he, whilſt at Lady Mar/ham!'s, 
| uſed to prefer the hearing of a lay-preacher 
among the diſſenters, becauſe there was no other 
non-conforming church conveniently near for 
him. But however, this I will not farther debate 


with you; any more thai by ſaying, © I believe he 
was not a member of the Church of England.” 


As to the AF of 7oleration being aſcribed to 
the members of the Church of England, there 


in 
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28 he claim . Church of England, &c. 


in it, than there is in a ſinner's renouncing [ 
ſome of his ſins.— The members of the Church 


of England firſt laid ſevere penal-laws on the ror 1 
teſtant diſſenters, and aA na repealed ſome 
of them. Why they are not become thorough '} 
penitents ; not I, but they are to anſwer. 


As a concluſion of this Letter, I would hum- [ 
bly propoſe a few queſtions, and I beg the ſo- 


' lution of them; viz. Whether it can be-ſhewn 
that the Church of England has any claim to 


infallibility ? and what right ſhe has to give law } 


to conſcience, by making her articles of faith, 


and her forms of worſhip, the ſtandard of an 


_ univerſal Enghſh conformity? whether, if ſhe 
has no ſuch claim, a diſſent from her e of 1 


opinion and ritual can be deemed, in the eye of 


reaſon and truth, either heretical or ina 


cal? and whether a conſcientious diſſent, upon 
the principle of a right of private judgment con- 
cerning the ſenſe and meaning of the divine New | 
Teſtament canon, be not as properly a farther 
reform from popery, as her original ſeparation 


Was a reform from that corrupt ſyſtem? 


If any thing in this Letter ſhould diſcover a 
temper or ſpirit that deſerves reproof, fix no 
blame on any oneProteſtant-difſenter, except the 
Author of this Addreſs; for truly, Sir, not any | 
of the contents have ever been communicated to 


my perſon whatever, but to the Printer : 


By, 8 I = | 
Dur moſt humble Servant, 


